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1.  PURPOSE  AND  NEED  FOR  ACTION 


A.  Introduction 

Air  Force  Research  Laboratory  (AFRL),  Rome  Research  Site  (RRS)  is  located  in  central  New  York  State,  in 
Oneida  County,  City  of  Rome.  AFRL/RRS  is  at  the  former  Griffiss  Air  Force  Base  (GAFB),  and  after  the 
Base  Realignment  and  Closure  (BRAC)  took  place  in  1995,  GAFB  was  re-named  Griffiss  Business  and 
Technology  Park  (GBTP).  AFRL/RRS  is  comprised  of  7  parcels  of  land  that  include  15  buildings  (subject 
to  change).  Building  104  (B104)  sits  on  approximately  2.4  acres  of  land.  The  locations  of  GBTP  and  B104 
are  shown  in  Appendix  A,  Facility  Plan  Griffiss  Properties. 

This  Environmental  Assessment  (EA)  evaluates  potential  natural  and  human  environmental  impacts  of 
the  Proposed  Action,  the  demolition  of  B104,  the  impacts  of  one  other  alternative  (Alternative  1)  and 
the  impacts  of  the  No-Action  Alternative.  The  EA  compares  the  impacts  of  the  three  alternatives  with 
intent  to  promote  acceptance  of  the  Proposed  Action  as  the  most  beneficial  proposal  with  the  least 
negative  impact. 

B.  Purpose  and  Need  for  the  Proposed  Action 

As  a  primary  purpose  and  need  for  the  Proposed  Action,  the  Air  Force  Research  Laboratory/  information 
Directorate  (AFRL/RI)  at  RRS  has  declared  B104  excess  property  and  proposes  to  demolish  the  building 
and  potentially  incorporate  the  vacant  land  as  part  of  an  entry  control  point  (ECP)  and  security  fence 
project  to  meet  Anti-Terrorism/Force  Protection  (AT/FP)  measures.  The  building  is  not  occupied,  but 
continued  maintenance  is  necessary  as  long  as  it  remains  standing.  Demolition  of  the  building  will 
remove  this  costly  requirement.  The  project  will  provide  force  protection  stand-off  distance 
requirements  and  allow  a  new  visitor  center  to  be  built.  It  is  important  to  note  that  AFRL/RRS  will 
conduct  a  separate  and  distinct  NEPA  effort  before  construction  of  the  AT/FP  perimeter  fence  and  ECP 
project. 

Equally  important  is  the  need  to  remediate  portions  of  B104  contaminated  with  radium.  Remedial 
action  to  remove  the  radium  will  require  the  removal  of  the  building  foundation  to  access  buried  sewer 
lines  where  contamination  is  suspected.  Other  contaminants  such  as  lead  paint,  asbestos  and  heavy 
metals  found  in  dry  wells  will  be  remediated  and  eliminated  from  concern  before/during  the  building 
demolition.  Please  refer  to  page  6  for  more  information  (Fuels,  Contamination  and  Hazardous 
Materials). 

C.  Location  of  the  Proposed  Action 

B104  is  situated  at  the  central  northwestern  portion  of  the  GBTP.  The  building  is  located  at  the 
southeast  corner  of  Hangar  Road  and  Chappy  James  Boulevard  (Appendix  A,  Rome  Research  Site,  Site 
Map).  Adjacent  to  the  building  are  developed  properties  including  buildings,  parking  lots,  and 
landscaped  areas.  Detailed  descriptions  with  maps  and  diagrams  of  B104  are  presented  in  the  B104 
Demolish  Administrative  Facility,  B104  Final  Submission,  by  Beardsley  Design  Associates.  Persons 
wishing  to  review  these  documents  should  contact  Public  Affairs,  88  ABW/PA,  1801  Tenth  Street,  Suite 
2,  Wright-Patterson  AFB,  OH  45433-5543,  (937)  255-3395. 
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D.  History  of  Use  B104 


B1Q4  was  built  in  1941  with  an  approximate  footprint  of  34,215  square  feet  and  was  used  as  an 
equipment  research  laboratory  and  repair  shop  as  part  of  Griffiss  AFB.  Historical  instrument  repair  and 
painting  operations  involved  the  use  of  luminous  paint  containing  Radium  226  and  is  believed  to  have 
occurred  in  the  1940's,  In  later  years,  the  facility  was  used  as  a  photonics  research  lab.  In  2005,  Base 
Realignment  and  Closure  (BRAC)  relocated  the  Sensor  Directorate  to  Wright  Patterson  Air  Force  Base. 
The  time  frame  was  to  move  all  personnel  (only  Sensors  Directorate  personnel  occupied  B104)  out  of 
B104  by  2011.  RRS  had  overseen  Sensors  Directorate  operations  at  B104  since  1995  and  laser  research 
continued  until  2011  when  the  building  was  finally  closed  and  became  excess  to  AFRL/RRS. 

E.  Decision  to  be  Made 

The  purpose  of  this  EA  is  to  determine  the  extent  of  human  and  environmental  impacts  of  the  Proposed 
Action  and  Alternatives,  including  the  No-Action  Alternative.  Based  on  the  evaluation  of  the  EA,  a 
determination  wili  be  made  regarding  substantial  negative  impacts  from  the  Proposed  Action.  If 
impacts  are  not  substantially  negative,  a  Finding  of  No  Significant  fmpact  (FONSI)  will  be  determined.  If 
impacts  are  determined  to  be  substantially  negative,  an  Environmental  Impact  Statement  (EIS)  will  be 
required.  The  decision  to  be  made  is  to  allow  the  demolition  of  B104,  (Proposed  Action),  to  perform  an 
Alternative  Action,  or  to  take  No  Action. 

F.  Potential  Environmental  Impacts 

The  Proposed  Action  involves  the  demolition  of  B104.  The  Proposed  Action,  Alternative  1  and  No  Action 
are  evaluated  for  potential  impacts  to  the  following  human  and  natural  environmental  elements: 

•  Air  Quality 

•  Water  Resources 

•  Earth  Resources,  Geology  and  Soils 

•  Natural  Resources/Biological  Resources 

•  Historic  and  Cultural  Resources 

•  Transportation 

®  Visual,  Noise,  Safety  and  Health 

•  Fuels,  Contamination  and  Hazardous  Materials 

•  Socioeconomics 

•  Land  Use 

«  Cumulative  Impacts 

G.  Permit  Requirements 

The  following  environmental  permit  is  anticipated  and/or  obtained  for  the  Proposed  Action  and 
Alternative  1  for  B104:  Removal  of  radium  will  necessitate  a  Radiological  Disposal  Permit  as  required  by 
the  current  USAF  Radioactive  Material  Permit  No.  NY-00642 -00/00AFP,  Docket  No.  030-00642, 
prepared  in  accordance  with  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission's  NUREG-1757,  Volume  3, 
Consolidated  NMSS  Decommissioning  Guidance-  Financial  Assurance,  Recordkeeping,  and  Timelines. 
Additional  licenses  or  environmental  permits  required  for  the  Proposed  Action  are  outlined  within  the 
following  plans:  Spill  Prevention  Control  and  Countermeasures  Plan  (SPCC)  and  Storm  Water  Pollution 
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Prevention  Plan  (SWPPP).  The  New  York  State  Department  of  Environmental  Conservation  (NYSDEC), 
State  Pollution  Discharge  Elimination  System  (SPDES)  General  Permit  for  Storm  Water  Discharges  from 
Construction  Activity  Number  GP-0-10-001  has  been  issued  under  the  SWPPP.  SPDES  is  a  New  York 
State  program  approved  by  the  United  States  Environmental  Protection  Agency  (EPA)  in  accordance 
with  the  Clean  Water  Act.  The  SPCC  and  the  SWPPP  would  not  be  required  for  Alternative  1  or  the  No- 
Action  Alternative  since  no  demolitions  would  be  performed. 

II.  DESCRIPTION  OP  PROPOSED  ACTION  AND  ALTERNATIVES 

A.  Proposed  Action:  Demolition  of  B104 

The  Proposed  Action  is  to  demolish  B104.  The  proposal  to  demolish  B104  is  intended  to  remove  an 
excess  building  from  the  AFRl/RRS  inventory  and  clear  space  for  the  AT/FP  perimeter  fencing  and  ECP 
security  upgrade.  B104  demolition  allows  proper  standoff  for  the  AT/FP  project  fence  and  ECP  to  the 
existing  RR5  facilities.  The  AT/FP  project  has  been  under  development  for  years,  and  the  best  scenario 
now  considered  incorporates  the  current  Proposed  Action.  Legal  issues  with  the  building  demolition 
have  been  reviewed  to  the  satisfaction  of  all  parties.  B104  was  reviewed  by  the  AFRL/RRS  Facility  Board 
and  The  Air  Force  Real  Property  Agency  who  determined  the  building  is  excess  to  AFRL/RRS  and  may  be 
demolished.  Demolition  will  remove  from  the  real  property  records  buildings  that  are  no  longer 
required  for  RRS  use.  Removal  will  eliminate  the  need  for  RRS  expenditures  to  maintain  the  facility, 
vandalism  liabilities,  environment  contamination  potential,  and  allow  future  AF/FP  and  ECP  project 
development.  Demolition  of  8104  will  allow  for  radium  remediation  to  be  accomplished  in  a  much  more 
efficient  and  safe  manner.  Remedial  action  to  remove  the  radium  will  require  the  removal  of  the 
building  foundation  to  access  buried  sewer  lines.  Demolition  will  alleviate  other  potential 
environmental  problems  by  removing  lead,  mercury  and  asbestos  within  and  associated  with  the 
building.  For  the  Proposed  Action,  no  irreversible  or  irretrievable  resource  commitments  would  result. 

B.  Alternative  Eliminated  from  Further  Study 

One  Alternative  Action  involving  B104  has  been  considered  but  an  acceptable  solution  could  not  be 
derived.  Alternative  1  included  AFRL/RRS  retaining  ownership  while  accommodating  government 
agency  tenants  for  B104.  No  government  agency  tenants  are  currently  known  to  be  looking  to  use  the 
B104  space.  Discussions  about  finding  tenants  for  the  facility  were  reviewed  but  dismissed.  The 
building  would  require  major  structural  and  cosmetic  upgrades  to  accommodate  new  occupants.  Fire 
and  Safety  deficiencies  would  have  to  be  addressed.  B104  would  require  radium  remediation  before 
occupancy.  This  would  involve  costly  removal  of  underground  waste  discharge  conveyances,  including 
excavation  and  subsequent  structural  upgrades  and  building  inspections. 

C.  No  Action  Alternative 

Although  it  would  not  satisfy  the  purpose  and  need  for  the  action,  a  No  Action  Alternative  has  been 
carried  forward  as  the  baseline  against  which  potential  impacts  arising  from  action  alternatives  will  be 
measured.  The  No  Action  Alternative  is  carried  forward  for  analysis  in  accordance  with  CEQ.  regulations 
(40  CFR  §1502.14  (d)).  The  No  Action  Alternative  is  to  leave  B104  standing  and  maintain  the  structure. 
This  alternative  has  been  rejected  for  a  number  of  reasons.  Under  the  Air  Force's  (AF)  20/20  by  2020 
program,  AFRL/RRS  is  required  to  demolish  obsolete  and  excess  facilities  to  meet  AF  sustainability  goals. 
Remediation  of  radium  and  environmental  contamination  will  still  be  required,  but  at  a  much  higher 
cost.  Also,  the  land  on  which  B104  is  located  is  within  the  boundary  of  the  proposed  RRS  AT/FP  and  ECP 
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project.  No  Action  leaves  the  building  in  place,  proving  unacceptable  for  the  needs  for  AFRL/RRS.  For 
these  reasons.  No  Action  has  been  eliminated  from  consideration  in  this  EA. 

111.  POTENTIAL  ENVIRONMENTAL  IMPACT/ AFFECTED  ENVIRONMENT 

A.  Air  Quality 

The  Proposed  Action  would  initially  have  a  negative  impact  to  air  quality  due  to  the  demolition  of  the 
facilities.  Long  term,  the  Proposed  Action  would  have  a  positive  impact  to  the  environment  due  to  no 
active  emission  sources  (i.e.  boilers,  generators,  or  industrial  operations).  The  proposed  project  is 
located  in  an  attainment  area,  therefore  a  conformity  analysis  is  not  required.  The  result  of  No  Action 
alternative  would  be  minimal  and  relate  strictly  to  the  maintenance  of  the  facilities.  Alternative  1  could 
result  in  greater  negative  air  quality  impacts  due  to  new  occupancy  and  possibly  industrial  usage. 

B.  Water  Resources 
Aquifers 

The  proposed  action,  No-Action  and  Alternative  1  will  have  no  impact  on  aquifers. 

Floodplains 

B104  is  not  situated  directly  within  the  100  year  event  zone  of  any  floodplain.  The  Proposed  Action,  No- 
Action  and  Alternative  1  will  have  no  impact  on  floodplains. 

Surface  waters/Storm  water 

Surface  runoff  waters  at  B104  drain  through  storm  sewers  primarily  to  Three  Mile  Creek  which  runs 
into  the  Barge  Canal.  The  project  is  subject  to  NYSDEC  SPDE5  requirements,  since  it  requires  greater 
than  one  acre  of  land  disturbance.  B104  demolition  is  permitted  under  the  GP-0-10-001.  Storm  sewers 
within  or  adjacent  to  B104  will  not  be  substantially  impacted  during  demolition  when  required  SWPPP 
measures  are  followed.  No  major  changes  in  surface  water  drainage  patterns  are  anticipated,  and  land 
associated  with  B104  will  not  be  negatively  impacted.  Special  precautions  to  protect  the  radium 
contamination  will  be  spelled  out  in  the  SWPPP.  Continued  existence  of  the  building  as  in  No-  Action 
and  Alternative  1  would  have  no  impact  to  surface  or  storm  water. 

Wetlands 


NYSDEC  Wetlands  Maps  were  reviewed  and  show  that  no  wetlands  occur  within  GBTP  or  adjacent  to  the 
B104  site.  None  of  the  alternatives  pose  substantial  negative  impact  to  any  wetlands. 

C.  Earth  Resources,  Geology  and  Soils 

Bedrock 

Bedrock  underlying  B104  is  primarily  Utica  Shale,  a  carboniferous  and  fossiliferous  shale  with  slight 
fracturing,  and  occurs  from  the  surface  to  approximately  130  inches  deep.  Very  little  negative  impact 
due  to  disturbance  of  bedrock  will  occur  as  a  result  of  any  of  the  four  alternatives  for  B104. 
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Soils/Geoiogy/Erosion 


The  majority  of  the  former  GAFB,  including  B104,  consists  of  sand  and  loam  soils  of  the  Windsor  and 
Covert  series.  These  soils  are  the  result  of  glacial  till  and  Pleistocene  river/lake  deposits.  The  soils  are 
well  drained  with  low  clay  content  and  low  shrink/swell  potential.  B104  overlie  graded  loamy  and  sand 
soil  in  the  central  area  of  GAFB.  Topsoil  throughout  GAFB  has  been  disturbed  and  relocated  as  part  of 
ongoing  development  in  the  area  since  the  1940s.  Soil  erosion  at  B104  is  minimal  due  to  nearly  level 
concrete  and  grassy  areas  surrounding  them.  Erosion  of  surface  soils  and  subsurface  substrates  is  not 
likely  during  demolition,  as  erosion  potential  will  be  minimized  by  erection  of  silt  fences,  storm  water 
catch  basins,  and  other  measures  required  in  the  SWPPP.  Impacts  to  soil  and  erosion  potential  will  be 
negligible  if  the  buildings  are  left  in  place  as  with  No  Action  and  Alternative  1. 

D.  Natural  Resources/Biological  Resources 

Threatened  or  Endangered  Species 

There  are  no  Endangered  Species  Act  (ESA)  Threatened  or  Endangered  Species  (T&E)  plant  or  animal 
species  occurring  at  or  near  B104,  except  for  the  remote  possibility  of  a  transient  avian  species  passing 
nearby  during  seasonal  migration.  The  Indiana  bat  (Myotis  sodalis}  is  listed  as  Endangered  under  ESA 
and  although  it  may  occur  in  Oneida  County,  NY  during  the  summer  months,  critical  habitat  designation 
does  not  include  any  habitat  in  Central  New  York  State.  Therefore,  demolition  of  the  building  would  not 
substantially  impact  T&E  species.  No  Action  and  Alternative  1  would  have  no  substantial  negative 
impact  on  listed  species. 

Flora  and  Fauna 


The  property  at  B104  has  been  developed  since  1941;  therefore  the  original  natural  floral  structure  at 
these  sites  does  not  remain.  Very  little  disturbance  of  flora  is  desired  during  the  Proposed  Action  and 
efforts  will  be  taken  by  AFRL/RRS  to  protect  trees  in  the  vicinity  of  the  building.  Grass  and  pavement  will 
replace  the  building  and  concrete,  and  the  site  may  be  reclaimed  with  new  tree  plantings.  The  other 
two  alternatives  should  have  very  little  negative  impact  on  flora  and  fauna  if  one  is  chosen.  Plant 
species  that  occur  at  the  site  appear  healthy.  No  animal  species  have  been  observed  at  the  B104  site. 

E.  Historic  and  Cultural  Resources 

Historic  Resources 


Demolition  of  the  building  or  alteration  of  property  is  being  considered  by  AFRl/RI  in  the  Proposed 
Action.  Since  B104  is  greater  than  50  years  old,  it  may  potentially  qualify  for  Cold  War  Survey 
designation  or  registration  through  compliance  with  Section  106,  36  CRF  Part  800  of  the  National 
Historic  Preservation  Act  (NHPA).  The  New  York  State  Historical  Preservation  Officer  (SHPO)  was 
contacted  for  consultation  regarding  eligibility  of  B104  in  the  National  Register  of  Historic  Places  (NRHP). 
A  letter  of  request  for  eligibility  determination  for  B104  was  sent  to  the  SHPO  by  the  Chief  of  the 
Environmental  and  Occupational  Health  Office  (RIOCV),  Mr.  William  Brain  (Appendix  B).  The  SHPO 
responded  via  letter  rating  the  eligibility  for  inclusion  in  the  NHRP  (Appendix  B).  B104  is  rated  by  the 
SHPO  as  not  eligible  for  registration  in  the  NHRP.  it  is  therefore  concluded  that  the  Proposed  Action  will 
not  have  a  substantial  negative  impact  upon  RRS  historic  resources.  Also,  the  other  two  alternatives 
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leave  the  buildings  intact  and  relatively  unaltered,  resulting  in  little  substantial  negative  impact  potential 
on  RRS  historic  resources. 

Cultural  Resources 


The  Oneida  Indian  Nation  (OIN)  is  a  local  Native  American  tribe  whose  ancestral  lands  included  part  or 
all  of  RRS.  The  RRS  campus  was  evaluated  for  possible  discovery  of  ancestral  archeological  sites, 
artifacts,  prehistoric  and  historic  burial  sites  during  development  of  facilities  and  utilities  at  GAFB.  A 
cultural  resources  investigation  was  undertaken  in  1995  as  part  of  the  Base  Realignment  and  Closure 
(BRAC)  action.  AFRL  determined  that  new  archeological  discoveries  were  unlikely,  due  to  previous 
advanced  site  development.  The  2007-2011  RRS  Integrated  Cultural  Resources  Management  Plan 
(ICRMP)  states,  "There  is  extremely  limited  potential  for  the  Rome  Research  Site  campus  to  have 
archeological  resources.  The  campus  is  entirely  developed,  consisting  of  large  buildings  and  structures, 
paved  parking  lots,  and  roadways."  {see  also  Appendix  A).  OIN  historians  were  consulted  during  ICRMP 
development  and  did  not  express  concern  over  continued  development  at  RRS,  including  demolitions 
and  construction  of  new  facilities.  The  ICRMP  discusses  in  detail  the  archeological  investigations  and 
consultation  with  the  OIN  historians  that  took  place.  The  ICRMP  is  available  from  RIOCV  upon  request. 

It  is  not  likely  that  archeological  or  cultural  resources  will  be  substantially  negatively  impacted  from  any 
of  the  three  alternatives. 

F.  Transportation 

Transportation  patterns  will  not  substantially  change  due  to  implementation  of  any  of  the  three 
alternatives. 

G.  Noise,  Safety  and  Health 

In  the  Proposed  Action  dust,  safety  and  noise  will  be  addressed  by  the  contractors  Safety  and  Health 
plan.  Since  no  RRS  employees  are  currently  occupying  the  facility  or  will  be  involved  with  the 
demolition,  there  will  be  no  direct  impact  to  AF  personnel  safety  or  health.  No  substantial  noise,  safety, 
or  health  impacts  are  anticipated  due  to  any  of  the  three  alternatives. 

H.  Fuels,  Contamination  and  Hazardous  Materials 

Fueis/Tanks 


No  fueis  or  Above  Ground  Storage  Tanks  (ASTs)  remain  on  the  B104  site.  No  spiils  were  documented 
during  the  life  history  of  the  facility.  No  substantial  negative  impacts  due  to  fuels  contamination  are 
anticipated  from  any  of  the  three  alternatives  being  evaluated. 

Polychlorinated  Biphenyls  (PCBs) 

PCB  investigations,  a  records  search  and  on-site  inspection  indicate  that  B104  has  the  potential  for  PCBs 
in  light  ballasts.  AFRL/RRS  will  collect  all  light  ballasts  to  ensure  PCB  ballasts  are  segregated  and 
properly  disposed  of.  No  other  PCB  containing  equipment  was  identified. 
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Asbestos 


Asbestos  demolition  surveys  have  been  performed  at  8104  and  remediation  will  be  performed  prior  to 
any  renovation  or  demolition  by  NYSDEC-t  rained  contractors.  Results  from  asbestos  abatements 
surveys  contracted  by  AFRL/RRS  are  available  upon  request. 

Radiation 


Radium  investigations  were  performed  in  8104.  Air  Force  Institute  of  Operational  Health's  Radiation 
Surveillance  Division  (AFIOH/SDR)  investigated  potential  radiation  exposures  to  AFRL/RRS  personnel 
working  in  and  around  8104  that  may  have  previously  housed  radium  painting  operations.  From  28-31 
October  2003,  the  team  performed  an  assessment  of  residual  radioactive  materials  (RAM),  specifically 
radium-226  and  its  progeny  (including  radon-222).  The  objective  was  to  ensure  compliance  with  Air 
Force  Instruction  (AFI)  48-148,  Ionizing  Radiation  Protection.  The  team  evaluated  external  and  internal 
(inhalation  and  ingestion)  pathways  within  B104,  the  associated  infrastructure,  the  sanitary  sewer 
system  and  the  storm  sewer  system.  RAM  was  identified  in  Building  104  but  does  not  pose  a  hazard  to 
personnel  if  left  undisturbed.  Measured  radon  concentrations  and  dose  rates  in  B104  did  not  exceed 
standards  for  the  general  public.  Dose  rates  measured  in  the  sewer  systems  did  not  exceed  applicable 
standards  for  the  general  public.  Only  demolition  or  renovation  to  B104  could  potentially  release 
radium  into  the  environment. 

A  Radioactive  Materials  Characterization  survey  was  conducted  April  4-7  and  June  21-22,  2011  to 
determine  the  extent  of  residual  contamination  and  to  identify  remedial  action  that  must  occur  if  the 
building  were  to  be  demolished  or  renovated.  Low  levels  of  residual  radium  contamination  were 
identified  in  the  following  locations  of  the  subject  building: 

Interior: 

Rooms  25,  26,  and  30. 

Ventilation  equipment  in  the  mechanical  mezzanine  associated  with  Rooms  25  and  26. 

Building  drains/plumbing  associated  with  Rooms  25  and  26. 

Exterior: 

East  exterior  brick  wall  of  the  mezzanine  directly  below  ventilation  fan  #6  exhaust  and  plywood 

covering  the  exhaust. 

Roofing  below  ventilation  duct. 

Radium  decommissioning  activities,  if  accomplished,  will  be  conducted  by  a  New  York  State  certified 
contractor  and  overseen  by  the  Air  Force  Inspection  Agency,  The  Air  Force  Radioisotope  Committee 
(RIC),  and  NYS  DEC.  All  radium  containing  wastes  generated  from  renovation  or  demolition  activities  will 
be  properly  handled  and  disposed  of  outside  of  New  York  State.  Exact  location  of  the  radium  containing 
waste  will  be  determined  by  its  radiological  activity.  No  radium  containing  waste  will  be  disposed  of  in 
New  York  State.  All  alternatives,  at  some  point,  will  require  radioactive  decommissioning  of  B104. 
Radiation  survey  information  is  available  upon  request. 

Lead  Based  Paint 


An  evaluation  of  B104  determined  that  interior  and  exterior  surface  coatings  contain  small  amounts  of 
lead  in  some  painted  surfaces.  Remediation  of  lead  based  paint  will  be  performed  on  required  surfaces 
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prior  to  any  building  demolition  or  renovation.  No  substantial  negative  impacts  due  to  lead  based  paint 
are  anticipated  from  any  of  the  three  alternatives  being  evaluated. 

I.  Socioeconomics 
Demographic  Character  Changes 

Demographics  will  not  be  substantially  negatively  impacted  by  any  of  the  alternatives  for  B104. 
Displacement  and  Employment/  Income  Patterns 

The  Proposed  Action  will  employ  a  number  of  personnel  for  the  demolition  of  the  facilities.  No 
businesses  will  be  displaced  by  demolition  of  B104  since  no  one  occupies  the  building  and  no  tenants 
were  found  who  would  occupy.  If  Alternative  1  is  chosen,  building  upgrades  would  be  required  to 
accommodate  employees.  No  substantial  negative  impacts  are  anticipated  by  any  alternative. 

J.  Land  use 

Demolition  of  B104  will  have  no  substantial  negative  impact  on  land  use,  but  will  result  in  a  positive 
impact  potential.  The  land  will  be  vacated  to  make  room  for  the  proposed  AT/FP  and  ECP  security 
upgrade.  Alternative  1  and  No  Action  would  have  no  substantia!  negative  impact  to  land  use  qualities. 

K.  Cumulative  Impacts 

Positive  cumulative  impacts  to  the  human  or  natural  environment  are  anticipated  from  the  Proposed 
Action,  the  demolition  of  B104.  Removal  of  the  building  will  eliminate  contaminant  sources  of  lead, 
mercury,  PCBs,  asbestos,  and  radium.  The  vacated  lands  allow  the  AT/FP  project  to  move  forward 
providing  for  safety  and  security,  and  socioeconomic  benefits  from  employment.  Negative  impacts  on 
the  environment  due  to  contaminant  potential  and  security  due  to  lack  of  land  availability  for  the 
security  upgrade  may  result  from  No  Action.  No  Action  could  prove  costly  in  the  long  run  due  to  the 
requirement  to  maintain  unused  buildings.  Impact  from  Alternative  1  includes  costly  upgrades  and 
improvements,  contamination  remediation  to  make  room  for  future  tenants  and  lack  of  required  space 
for  AT/FP  requirements. 

IV.  SUMMARY  OF  POTENTIAL  IMPACTS 


Resource 

Proposed  Action 

No  Action 

Alt  1 

Air  Quality 

Pos 

None 

None 

Water  Resources 

Pos 

Neg 

Neg 

Earth  Resources,  Geology  and  Soils 

None 

None 

None 

Natural  Resources/Biological  Resources 

Pos 

None 

None 

Historical  and  Cultural  Resources 

None 

None 

None 

Transportation 

None 

None 

None 

Visual,  Noise,  Safety  and  Health 

Pos 

None 

None 

Fuels,  Contamination,  Hazardous  Materials 

Pos 

None 

None 

Socioeconomics 

Pos 

Neg 

Pos 

Land  Use 

Pos 

None 

None 

Cumulative  Impacts 

Pos 

Neg 

Neg 
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V.  CONCLUSION 


The  incremental  contribution  of  impacts  of  the  Proposed  Action,  when  considered  in  combination  with 
other  past,  present,  and  reasonably  foreseeable  actions,  are  not  expected  to  have  significant  long-term 
negative  impacts  to  any  of  the  resource  areas  analyzed.  Short-term,  negative  direct  impacts  to  air, 
water  and  soil  resources  may  occur  during  the  demolition  of  the  facility  required  to  satisfy  the  Purpose 
and  Need  for  the  Proposed  Action,  Environmental  and  historical  research,  contamination  remediation 
investigations,  and  future  remediation  indicate  no  potential  for  substantial  negative  impact  to  the 
human  or  natural  environment  resulting  from  demolition  of  B104.  Based  on  this  research  and 
evaluation,  the  preparation  of  an  Environmental  Impact  Statement  (EIS)  for  this  effort  is  not  warranted. 
It  is  recommended  that  a  FONSI  be  issued. 


VI.  CONTACTS  AND  AGENCIES 

For  additional  information  on  this  EA/FONSI,  please  contact  Ms.  Estella  Holmes,  Public  Affairs,  88 
ABW/PA,  1801  Tenth  Street,  Suite  2,  Wright-Patterson  AFB,  OH  45433-5543,  (937)  255-3395,  email: 
estella.holmes@wpafb.af.mil. 

Personal  communication  between  the  AFRL/RIOCV  Chief  (Brain),  AFRL  Real  Property  Manager  (RIOCC  - 
previous  -Vanderhoff/present  -Blake)  and  the  AFRL  Biological  Environmental  Scientist  (RiOCV  -  Sprague) 
resulted  in  reporting  of  information  contained  in  this  document.  Personal  communication  also  occurred 
between  RIOCV  (Sprague)  and  HQ  AFMC  A7PX  (Pershing)  for  guidance  in  developing  this  EA.  Cultural 
resources  guidance  was  provided  by  HQ  AFMC/A7PX  (Roemer).  Legal  review  was  provided  by  RIJ 
(Pisano).  The  New  York  State  SHPO  was  sent  a  letter  by  Mr.  William  Brain,  Chief,  RIOCV,  requesting 
determination  for  eligibility  of  B104  for  inclusion  into  the  National  Register  of  Historic  Places  (NRHP). 
SHPO  stated  in  a  letter  of  reply  that  B104  does  not  qualify  for  inclusion  in  NHRP.  The  Final 
Supplemental  Environmental  Baseline  Survey,  Sept.  1999,  Disposal  and  Re-Use  of  Airfield  at  Griffiss  Air 
Force  Base,  New  York  was  cited  during  research  for  this  report.  The  remainder  of  the  investigation  and 
report  was  performed  and  authored  by  the  RIOCV  (Sprague). 

List  of  contacts: 

Alex  Blake,  AFRL/RIOCV 
William  Brain,  AFRL/RIOCV 
Carmen  Pisano,  AFRL/RIJ 
Melanie  Pershing,  HQ  AFMC/A7PX 
Ruth  Pierpont,  Director,  NYSHPO 
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Basewide  Environmental  Baseline  Survey,  Griffiss  Air  Force  Base,  New  York,  USAF,  September  1994. 

Final  Supplemental  Environmental  Impact  statement.  Disposal  and  Re-Use  of  Airfield  at  Griffiss  Air  Force 
Base,  New  York  September  1999. 

Integrated  Cultural  Resources  Management  Plan ,  2007  -  2011  for  the  Rome  Research  Site,  Stockbridge 
Test  Facility,  and  Newport  Test  Facility  in  Oneida,  Madison,  and  Herkimer  Counties,  New  York,  June  2008. 
United  States  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service  (USFWS),  Endangered  Species  Act  (ESA)  website. 

New  York  State  Department  of  Environmental  Conservation,  New  York  State  Wetlands  Map  website. 
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PREPARATION 


Mr.  Calvin  Sprague,  BS,  Environmental  Management, 

Biological  Scientist  (Environmental),  EIAP/Cultural  Resources  Manager, 

Air  Force  Research  Laboratory,  Environmental  and  Occupational  Health  Office  (AFRL/RIOCV). 

Mr.  William  Brain,  REM,  Chief,  Air  Force  Research  Laboratory/Environmental  and  Occupational  Health 
Office  (AFRL/RIOCV). 
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APPENDIX  A:  Site  Plan  and  Diagrams 
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Rome  Air  Depot/ 

Rome  Air  Material  Area 
February  1942 -April  1967 
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U.S.  AIR  FORCE 


■  Building  was  originally 
designated  as  an  Equipment 
Repair  Shop  in  1940s  (34,215  sf ) 

■  Luminous  painting  area  was 
converted  into  a  laser  laboratory 

■  Building  was  retained  by  Rome 
Laboratory  (AFMC)  following 
closure  of  Griffiss  AFB  in  1995 
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Mr.  William  Brain,  REM  Deocmoer  8. 201 0 

Environmental  and  Occupational  Health  Office  (RIOCV) 

150  Electronic  Parkway 
Rome,  New  York  13441-4514 

Mr.  Travis  Bowman 

New  York  State  Historic  Preservation  Olf'u; 

Peebles  Island  Resource  Center 
P.O.  Box  189 

Waterford,  New  Y  ork  12188-0189 


Dear  Mr.  Bowman: 

Rome  Research  Sue  fRRS)  is  proposing  to  demolish  RRS  Building  104.  built  in  1943  and  a 
candidate  building  for  Cold  War  survey,  and  has  hired  a  contractor,  Beardsley’  Design 
Associates,  to  work  with  the  Civil  Engineering  Office  (RIOC). 

The  Environmental  and  Occupational  \  Jcalth  Office  (RIOCV)  is  complying  with  Section  106 
of  the  National  Histone  Preservation  Act  m  coordinating  with  your  office.  As  requested 
through  a  conversation  earlier  this  morning  with  our  Cultural  Resources  Manager.  Mr.  Calvin 
Sprague.  I  am  enclosing  photograplis  anu  maps/diagrams  ol  Building  1 04.  The  project  is 
being  funded  bv  the  I  'nited  States  Government.  Air  Force  Research  Laboratory  Headquarters 
at  Wright-Pattcrson  An  Force  Base,  Dayton,  Ohio. 

Please  review  the  documents  to  determme  NRHP  eligibility  and  contact  either  myself  at 
(315)  330-1754,  or  Mr.  Sprague  at  (315)  330-3830  at  your  earliest  convenience. 

Thank  you. 

Sincerely, 


Mr.  William  E.  Brain 
Chief.  Environmental  and 
Occupational  Health  Oitice 


Enclosures: 

Photographs  of  Building  104  (,2„  pages) 

Rome  Research  Site,  Air  Force  Research  1  aboraton  ,  Demolish  Administration  Facility, 
Building  i 04,  Submission.  December  1,2010  T^p -'diagram. 
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\ew  York  Siau*  Office  of  Parks. 
Recreation  and  Historu  Preservation 


December  22.  2r  ■ i 


\\  iliiaiTi  F.  Brain 
Air  Force  Research  l.aboraior. 
.  51'1  i-  .ectronic  Parkway 
Rome.  New  York  ; ' a.:  ;..4 5 -  a 


Rl.  MR  »  ORC’! 

Demolition--  Rome  Research  Site  Buildinc  A  ~ 
near  I  langar  Rd  Finr  1.  jriffiss  \  ir  Force 
Base  ROM!  t  Jr.eida  C  . muty 
OPRtrfiSS 


Hear  Mr  Brad;: 

Thank  vou  fur  requestine  the  comments  oi  the  Stale  I listorie  Preservation  < Afficc 
•SHPO,  We  have  reviewed  the  project  ir  accordance  with  Section  U6  of  the  National  ■  listone 
Preservation  Act  of  ’  %h.  These  comments  are  those  of  the  Si  I  IN  *  and  relate  only  to 
Historic  C  ull  lira!  resourees.  Files  do  not  include  potential  environmental  impacts  to  New  York 
State  Parkland  that  may  be  involved  in  or  near  your  project.  Such  impacts  must  be  considered  as 
part  of  the  environmental  review  oi’tiie  project  pursuant  to  the  National  iinv  iroumcmai  Policy  \ct 
and' or  the  State  P.nviromnenia!  'Attains  Review  Act  (New  'fork  Knv  ironmema!  Conservation 
I. aw  Article  8r 

Based  upon  ihis  review,  it  is  the  SHPO  s  .opinion  that  your  protect  will  have  No  Hffeet 
upon  cultural  resources  in  or  eligible  for  inclusion  in  the  National  Registers  of  Historic  Places. 

If  tun  her  correspondence  is  required  regarding  this  project.  ideast  he  sure  to  refer  u  me 
OPRHP  P^o’cc!  Review  < .PR )  number  noted  above. 

Sincerely. 

HdLAjzOyj' 
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Ruth  I  .  P'erpotu 

A  dine  Dcputv  ( ’  'mnu'-siouer  Histone  Preservation 
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PUBLIC  NOTICE 


Notice  of  Availability 

Draft  Finding  of  No  Significant  Impact  (Draft  FONSI)  for  the  Environmental  Assessment 
(EA)  of  the  Air  Force  Research  Laboratory/  Information  Directorate  (AFRL/RI)  Building 
104  Demolition  Project,  Rome  Research  Site,  Rome,  NY 

ROME  LABORATORY  -  Beginning  November  30,  2012,  through  December  14,  2012, 
Environmental  Management  officials  will  accept  comments  on  the  Draft  Finding  of  No 
Significant  Impact  (FONSI)  and  Environmental  Assessment  (EIA)  of  the  Air  Force  Research 
Laboratory/Information  Directorate  (AFRL/RI)  Building  104  Demolition  Project  located  in  the 
City  of  Rome,  Oneida  County,  NY.  The  project  will  comprise  a  demolition  of  Building  104 
which  has  been  declared  excess  property,  located  entirely  within  the  boundaries  of  the  existing 
Rome  Research  Site. 

The  U.S.  Air  Force  is  proposing  to  issue  a  FONSI  based  on  this  EA.  The  analysis  considered 
potential  effects  of  the  Proposed  Action  (PA)  and  the  No  Action  Alternative  on  eleven  resource 
areas:  air  quality;  water  resources;  earth  resources,  geology  and  soils;  natural 
resources/biological  resources;  historical  and  cultural  resources;  transportation;  visual,  noise, 
safety  and  health,  fuels,  contamination  and  hazardous  materials,  socioeconomics;  land  use,  and 
cumulative  impacts.  The  results,  as  found  in  the  EA,  show  that  the  PA  would  not  have 
substantial  adverse  impact  on  the  environment — indicating  that  a  FONSI  would  be  appropriate. 
An  Environmental  Impact  Statement  should  not  be  necessary  to  implement  the  PA. 

The  public  is  invited  to  review  copies  of  the  Draft  FONSI  and  F1A  showing  the  analyses  which 
are  available  for  review  at  the  Jervis  Public  Library,  613  N.  Washington  Street,  Rome,  NY 
13440. 

Written  comments  and  inquiries  on  the  DRAFF  FONSI  and  EA  should  be  directed  to  AFRL/RIJ. 
26  Electronic  Parkway,  Rome,  NY  13441,  315-330-2087.  afrl.rij@rl.af.mii,  or  88  ABW/PA, 
5135  Pearson  Road,  Bldg.  10.  Rm.  252,  Wright-Patterson  AFB,  OH  45433-5543,  (937)  255- 
3521,  theodore.theopolos@wpafb.af.mil. 
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SUBJECT  DATE 

FINDING  OF  NO  SIGNIFICANT  IMPACT  FOR  ENVIRONMENTAL  ASSESSMENT  BUILDING  104 

DEMOLITION  20130109 


SUMMARY 

1 .  PURPOSE:  The  Environmental  Assessment  (EA)  was  performed  to  assess  potential  significant  negative  impacts  to  the  human 
and  natural  environment  due  to  The  Proposed  Action,  cleanup  of  radium  contamination  and  demolition  of  B104.  The  Finding  of  No 
Significant  Impact  (FONSI)  that  is  attached  was  determined  as  a  result  of  EA  findings. 

2.  BACKGROUND:  Building  104,  was  formally  used  as  an  equipment  research  laboratory  at  Griffiss  AFB.  Instrument  repair 
included  the  use  of  radium  paint,  and  residual  radium  can  still  be  found  at  several  locations  in  B104  requiring  remediation.  The 
facility  was  used  by  Rome  Laboratory  as  a  Photonics  research  facility,  but  is  no  longer  required  for  RRS  requirements. 

3.  DISCUSSION:  The  EA/DRAFT  FONSI  was  placed  at  the  Rome  Jervis  Library  for  public  review  the  first  two  weeks  in 
December.  No  public  comments  in  opposition  to  the  project  were  received. 

4.  RECOMMENDATION:  Col  Blanks  sign  and  date  the  Final  FONSI  (attached). 


DANIEL  C.  BOLLANA 
Chief,  Site  Operations 
Information  Directorate 
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Finding  of  No  Significant  Impact  {FONSI) 


Environmental  Assessment  for 
Building  104  Demolition 

Air  Force  Research  Laboratory,  Rome  Research  Site,  Rome,  NY 


Introduction  -  The  U.S.  Air  Force  Research  Laboratory,  Rome  Research  Site  {AFRL/RRS),  Environmental 
and  Occupational  Health  Office  (AFRL/RIOCV)  prepared  this  Finding  of  No  Significant  Impact  (FONSI)  in 
accordance  with  the  National  Environmental  Policy  Act  (NEPA)  of  1969;  President's  Council  on 
Environmental  Quality  (CEQ)  regulations  for  implementing  the  procedural  provisions  of  NEPA,  40  Code 
of  Federal  Regulations  (CFR)  1500-1508;  and  Environmental  Impact  Analysis  Process  (EIAP),  32  CFR  989. 
The  decision  in  this  FONSI  is  based  upon  information  contained  in  the  Environmental  Assessment  (EA) 
for  the  Building  104  Demolition. 

Purpose  and  Need  of  Proposed  Action  -  The  purpose  of  the  EA  is  to  determine  the  extent  of  adverse 
environmental  impact  that  may  result  from  the  proposed  demolition  of  Administrative  Facility  Building 
104  (B104)  within  the  boundaries  of  AFRL/RRS,  and  to  evaluate  whether  these  impacts,  if  any,  would  be 
significant.  The  purposes  of  the  Proposed  Action  are  to  vacate  the  lands  upon  which  B104sits  to 
incorporate  future  proposed  Anti-Terrorism/Force  Protection  (AT/FP)  measures,  including  a  new  Entry 
Control  Point  (ECP),  and  to  remediate  existing  radium  sources  and  other  contaminants,  which  requires 
building  removal.  The  need  arises  from  the  necessity  to  consolidate  lands  for  the  AT/FP  project,  and  to 
remove  potentially  hazardous  wastes  from  RRS  property. 

Description  of  Proposed  Action  and  Alternatives  -  The  Proposed  Action  is  for  AFRL/RRS  to  demolish 
B1G4  and  remediate  radium  and  other  hazardous  wastes  from  the  property.  No  other  Alternative 
considerations  for  property  usages  offered  were  acceptable  to  the  Proponent  (AFRL/RRS).  The  No- 
Action  Alternative,  to  leave  B104  standing  in  place,  is  unfeasible  and  not  considered  since  AFRL/RRS  has 
no  need  for  the  facility.  Hazardous  liabilities  would  remain  and  potential  AT/FP  development  would  not 
occur  with  No-Action.  The  other  Alternative  is  for  AFRL/RRS  to  retain  ownership  of  B104  while 
accommodating  other  government  agency  tenants.  This  would  require  costly  building  upgrades  and 
radium  remediation  that  cannot  feasibly  be  performed  without  building  demolition.  This  Alternative  is 
therefore  also  dismissed  from  consideration.  The  Proposed  Action  is  the  only  Alternative  to  meet  the 
Proponent's  selection  criteria,  in  addition  to  having  no  significant  adverse  impact  on  the  natural  or 
human  environment. 

Environmental  Analysis  -  The  potential  for  adverse  human  and  natural  environmental  impacts  exist  with 
the  demolition  of  an  existing  building  that  contains  known  hazardous  substances,  thus  requiring  an  EA 
with  an  anticipated  FONSI  to  be  determined.  The  analysis  of  the  Proposed  Action  determined  that  the 
B104  Demolition  Project  will  have  no  significant  negative  impacts  to  the  human  and  natural 
environment  at  RRS  and  surrounding  areas.  The  Proposed  Alternative  has  been  researched  for  potential 


adverse  impacts  during  the  EIAP,  with  net  positive  impacts  assessed.  Potential  wetlands  and 
Threatened  &  Endangered  (T&E)  Species  were  researched  for  adverse  impacts  by  AFRL/RIOCV  through 
United  States  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service  (USFWS)  media  sources.  Cultural  and  archaeological  resources 
were  assessed  for  potential  eligibility  for  the  National  Register  of  Historic  Places  (NRHP)  with  New  York 
State  Historical  Preservation  Office  (NYSHPO)  personnel  by  requirement,  which  is  referenced  in  the  EA. 

Based  on  investigations  and  inquiries  performed,  no  adverse  environmental,  cultural,  or  human  impacts 
would  occur  with  the  Proposed  Action,  B104  demolition.  No  historic  properties  would  be  affected  by 
this  Alternative  and  appropriate  coordination  under  the  National  Historic  Preservation  Act  (NHPA), 
Section  106,  lead  to  this  conclusion.  Unexpected  discoveries  of  cultural  resources/historic  properties 
during  implementation  of  the  Proposed  Action  would  be  coordinated  under  provisions  of  36  CFR  800.13 
or  other  applicable  authorities.  Positive  socioeconomic  impacts  are  anticipated  from  demolition  of 
B104  through  hiring  of  contractors,  elimination  of  present  building  maintenance  needs,  and 
improvements  to  safety  and  security  of  RRS  and  surrounding  personnel. 

Conclusion  -  Finding  of  No  Significant  Impact  -  In  accordance  with  the  CEQ  regulations  implementing 
NEPA  and  the  Air  Force  EIAP,  AFRL/RRS  concludes  that  the  Proposed  Action,  Demolition  of  B104,  as 
described  in  this  FONSI  and  in  the  EA  will  have  No  Significant  Impact  to  the  human  or  natural 
environment.  Therefore,  the  preparation  of  an  Environmental  Impact  Statement  (EIS)  is  not  warranted. 

Public  Notice  -  The  Environmental  Assessment  for  Building  104  Demolition,  Rome  Research  Site,  Oct. 
2012,  accompanies  this  FONSI  and  should  be  referenced  for  more  specific  information.  The  EA  and  the 
FONSI  were  available  for  public  review  and  comment  for  a  two  week  period  during  November  and 
December,  2012  in  the  Jervis  Public  Library,  613  N.  Washington  Street,  Rome,  NY,  as  advertised  in  the 
RRS  Legal  Office  Public  Notice.  For  additional  information  on  this  EA/FONSI,  please  contact  Ms.  Estella 
Holmes,  Public  Affairs,  88  ABW/PA,  1801  Tenth  Street,  Suite  2,  Wright-Patterson  AFB,  OH  45433-5543, 
(937)  255-3395,  email:  estella.holmes@wpafb.af.mil. 


DATE. 


DAVID  P.  BLANKS,  Col,  USAF 
Commander,  Rome  Research  Site 


